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The study, which compares a group of high school dropouts to a group of 
lowest quintile graduates, shows similarity in most areas of comparison regarding 
academic ability, character traits and family background. Findings show that the 
decision to drop out is based on a complex network of reasons with the problem of 
poor attendance most often cited as the ma|or cause. While the dropouts were 
counseled by school personnel and other professionals, only a small number benefited 
from an individual curriculum adjustment which the author feels is the most valuable 
preventive measure available for combating early school termination. A comparison of 
the two groups may be interpreted as follows: Cl) higher attendance may have some 
effect on eventual graduation, (2) failing contributes decisively to the decision to 
drop out. (3) "satisfactory" academic performance more consistently characterizes 
the lowest quintile graduates, and (4) character trait ratings for the graduates most 
often increase over the period of school years while those for the ciropout do not. 
The author suggests that prevention of dropouts rests heavily on: (1) coping with 
character trait problems. (2) curriculum ad(ustme;nt to individual needs. (3) educational 
objectives which are both challenging and attainable, and (4) evaluation techniques In 
terms of Individual ability and effort. (J.S.) 
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PREFACE 



The study of 1966-67 public high school dropouts was 
separately published as Part I of the Secondary Student 
Status Survey, 1967-68, to provide for an early distri- 
bution of data on the dropouts. Additional data com- 
piled for the dropout study were extensive enough this 
year to warrant a separate preliminary report of select- 
ed data from the annual publication of the Secondary 
Student Status Survey. Part II, which will follow shortly, 
will include all the other regular sections: plans of 
seniors, follow-up of graduates, courses pursued by 
secondary students, and other general information on 
enrollment, promotion -retention , and holding power. 

This preliminary report on dropouts includes some basic 
and supportive data drawn from the other sections of 
Part II. It was the original intent, since the first pub- 
lication (interim report) of the Secondary Student Status 
Survey for the school year 1965-66, to fuse the data of 
all sections of the report for the purpose of providing 
as clear and as comprehensive a picture of secondary 
students as possible. Parts I and II for the 1968 report 
show extensive fusion of the data of all sections of the 
Secondary Student Status Survey. Each section shows 
dependence upon other sections while simultaneously 
serving as a source of basic statistical data for all other 
sections of the report. 
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INTRODUCTION 



Hawaii's dropout problem has come into sharper focus recently in newspaper 
headlines. Concern for school dropouts is not new. Since 1872, this persistent 
problem has been "researched" and "headlined" by individuals and groups, large 
and small, ranging from the "little red schoolhouse" to the White House. 

In his Educational Message to Congress, January 12, 1965, President 
Johnson summed up the nation's concern for the dropout as follows: 

"Every child must be encouraged to get as much education 
as he has the ability to take. We want this not only for 
his sake — but for the Nation's sake. Nothing matters 
more to the future of our country: not our military pre- 
paredness — for armed might is worthless if we lack the 
brain power to build a world of peace; not our productive 
economy — for we cannot sustain growth without trained 
manpower; not our democratic system of government — 
for freedom is fragile if citizens are ignorant." 

Up until 1967, a yearly average of about 2.7 per cent of Hawaii school 
secondary students (grades 9-12) has been reported as dropouts. The 1966-67 
dropout rate is reported as 2.3 per cent by the Guidance Branch. 

Continuing concern for Hawaii's dropouts has led to the development of 
some significant programs on both school and state levels. Farrington High 
School and McKinley High School , for example , are concentrating on specific 
guidelines and special programs to curb their dropout problem. The Office of 
Research (Hawaii Department of Education) started a descriptive study a year 
ago compiling statistical data on dropouts' charactoristics representative of 
the local setting. 

Additional progress in this area can be expected of the most recent ven- 
ture combining the efforts of Federal and State agencies. This new project was 
initiated in the form of an interim potential school dropout reporting system to 
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identify and follow-up dropouts and potential dropouts as quickly as possible. 
Computer Center No. 3 , the DOE Office of Research and Special Services Branch, 
Employment Opportunity Center of the Department of Labor, and Federal Man- 
power Agencies are all involved in this initial project. An evaluation of the 
effectiveness of this project will be conducted in June, 1968. If successful, 
this type of project should greatly assist in the prevention and rehabilitation 
of dropouts . (For a more complete description of this project , refer to Appen- 



dix A.) 
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PURPOSE 

As part of the annual Secondary Student Status Survey, a comprehensive 
study of Hawaii's public school dropouts (grades 9~12) was initiated last year. 
Data are again to be compiled to show distributions of various characteristics 
(reasons for dropping, school status, standardized test scores, school his~ 
tory , family background, etc.) of dropouts from which profiles may be estab~ 
lished and some predisposing conditions identified. A repeated study of 
’ characteristics should show support or inconsistency of findings. 

For further study on dropout characteristics , a comparison is made this 
year between dropouts and a special group of graduates. Numerous studies 
have been reported comparing characteristics of graduates and dropouts. Find- 
ings have been consistent in most areas of comparison regarding academic 
ability, character traits, and family background (educational level of parents, 
occupation and ethnic background of father, number of siblings, etc.). It is 
hypothesized here that a study of a special group of graduates (who, in many 
cases, barely managed to graduate and who were not enrolled in post -high 
school institutions but became fully employed within a year after graduation) 
whose characteristics appeared to resemble more closely those of dropouts 
than other graduates may reveal data on more significant differences between 
a graduating group and a dropout group. If the two groups were similar in 
most areas , what are the distinguishing factors that help graduates persist in 
school? A comparison of group characteristics of dropouts and graduates should 
assist in more positively identifying those elements, experiences, or family 
background which seem to be the predisposing factors in dropping out. 

It is also the purpose of this second report to focus upon curriculum 



problems related to dropouts. Repeatedly, research findings show that "aca- 
demic failure" and "disinterest in school" rank high as reasons for leaving 
school. To what extent does repeated failure (F's) or unsatisfactory work 
(D's) contribute to discouragement and eventual dropping out? What kinds 
and levels of courses are pursued by the dropouts prior to dropping out? A 
study of the courses pursued by both the special group of graduates and drop- 
outs to be presented in this report should provide another relevant point of 
comparison. Statistics concerning the academic dilemma of dropouts should 
assist in evaluating current curriculum practices directly affecting potential 

dropouts . 

A follow-up of dropouts, though on a limited scale, is another aspect 
of this second report. What happens to the dropout when schooling is abruptly 
terminated? How many actually return to school within the year? Are the drop- 
outs able to find employment? Do dropouts seek the help of community agencies 
such as the Department of Labor, the Neighborhood Youth Corps, and the Job 
Corps? How are the dropouts assisted by the community agencies? What is 
the extent of their participation in such agencies? These are some of the ques- 
tions that need to be answered as further steps are taken to curb the dropout 
rate and to plan for school re-entry and employment opportunities . 

It is the final purpose of this study on dropouts to propose a set of pro- 
cedures for the identification, prediction) and follow-up of potential dropouts. 
Within a centralized school system , record keeping and reporting are operation- 
ally suited to mechanization by a computer. The proposal will be projected to 
benefit from maximum future use of computer data processing. Meanwhile, the 
proposal will be designed so that efforts can be expended immediately towards 



curbing the dropout rate. 
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PROCEDURES 

CONDUCT 

Descriptive Phase ; This phase of the total dropout study was similar to 
that of the first study. The procedure was mainly that of gathering data on 
the detailed characteristics of the dropouts. Again, consideration was given 
to minimizing school personnel involvement (considering the numerous tasks 
that confront schools dally) for this phase of the study. The public high 
schools assisted In making school records available for data collecting: the 

dropout's cumulative records folder (Form 12 and 13), the student-appraisal 
folder (Form VE 82), and the pupil reporting form (Form 419).* 

Follow-up Phase: The Neighborhood Youth Corps and Job Corps agencies, 
the State Social Services Department, and the public high schools were all in- 
volved in the special follow-up of the dropouts. Files of the participants' job 
placements and work experiences were made available by the NYC and Job 
Corps agencies. The schools assisted in determining the status of the dropouts 
as of September 1967, whether the dropouts were still out of school or back in 
school. The Social Services Department identified the dropouts who were pub- 
lic welfare aid recipients and checked further on the status of the dropouts and 
their recent activities since leaving school. 

Identification of Dropouts : The statewide ''opout population for 1966-67, 
grades 9-12, was reported by the Guidance Branch as 1009. The dates of exit, 
limited to the duration of the school year 1966-67, determined the inclusion of 
the dropouts for the year's count. It must be remembered that any count of 
dropouts at any time of the year can be only temporary. Dropout figures can 

*See following page. 
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(45-58) 
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change daily because of uncertainty in the status of the dropouts as they exit, 
re-enter, re-exit, etc. , throughout the year. The term "dropout" is defined as 

follows: 



A dropout is a pupil who leaves school, for any reason 
except death , before graduation or completion of a pro- 
gram of studies and without transferring to another 
school. 

The term "dropout" is used to designate those grade 
9-12 pupils who have been in membership during the 
regular school term and who withdraw from membership 
before completing their programs of studies . Such an 
individual is considered a dropout whether his dropping 
out occurs before or after he has passed the compulsory 
school attendance age, and where applicable, whether 
or not he has completed a minimum required amount of 
school work , 

Sampling Procedures: The descriptive phase of the dropout study was 

based on a sampling of the 1966-67 dropouts. The sample of 286 was selected 
by the random sampling technique assuring a confidence level of 95 per cent. 
Comparisons (Table I-A) are provided at the onset of this study to assure that 
the sample selected is representative enough of the total dropout population . 
Preliminary data for the selected sample remain relatively similar to those of 
the total population . 

Comparison of Dropouts and Graduates: The selection of a special group 

of public high school graduates for comparison was based upon data gathered 
initially for the Annual Follow-up Survey of High School Graduates, The 1967 
sample graduates selected were those found to be employed rather than enrolled 
in school upon graduation and whose class standing fell in the lowest quintile 
group. School records necessary for the compilation of data on group character- 
istics were requested following the same procedures set up for the study of the 
group characteristics of dropouts. 



